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1.  On  December  15, 1975,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  adopted  a  Renewal  Piimer  and  new 
rules  and  policies  for  ascertainment  of 
ccnnmunity  needs  and  Interests  by  com- 
merical  broadcast  renewal  applicants. 
Ascertainment  of  Community  Problems 
by  Broadcast  Applicants,  (41  FR  1371) 
67  FCC  2d  418.  Timely  filed  petitions  for 
reconsideration  of  certain  matters 
therein  have  been  filed  by  CBS,  Inc.,  and 
Call  for  Action,  Inc.,*  and  will  be  dis¬ 
cussed  bdow.  Also,  we  will  discuss  mat¬ 
ters  raised  on  our  own  motion  regarding 
these  newly  adopted  ascertainment  pro¬ 
cedures. 

CBS,  Inc. 

2.  New  §  1.526(a)  (11)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  requires,  inter  alia,  that 
licensees  deposit  in  their  public  files  a 
summary  of  “the  problems  and  needs 
discussed  during  the  (leadership)  inter¬ 
view  or,  when  the  Interviewee  requests 
that  his/her  statements  be  held  in  confi¬ 
dence,  that  request  shall  be  noted  •  • 
This  provision  was  adopted — with  a 
statemoit  that  the  Commission  expected 
that  requests  for  confidentiality  would 
be  rare — ^to  provide  better  ascertainment 
dociunentation  at  the  local  level. 

3.  In  its  comments,  and  on  reconsid¬ 
eration,  CBS  objects  to  the  requirement 
that  licensees  indicate  the  problems  and 
needs  discussed  by  interviewees,  main¬ 
taining  that  it  may  subject  many  of  these 
leaders  to  unwarranted  pressure  and 
possible  harassment.  Indeed,  it  believes 
that  the  confidentiality  permitted  may 
compound  thi.s  problem  by  pointing  out  a 
leader’s  “unwillingness”  to  make  his 
views  public.  In  response  to  oiu:  state¬ 
ment  that  most  interviewees  will  not  be 
strangers  to  the  limelight,  and  will  be 
accustomed  to  speaking  to  and  for  the 
public,  CBS  states  that  “community 
leaders”  are  not  necessarily  the  same  as 
“public  figures”  and  this  rationale  is, 
therefore,  unsupportable.  Lastly,  it 
maintAin.s  that  while  it  is  likely  that 
a  leader’s  view  on  matters  of  immediate 
concern  to  his  constituency  are  well 
known,  the  Commission  has  never  lim¬ 
ited  community  leaders  to  the  expression 
of  such  views,  and  that  the  ascertain¬ 
ment  process  elicits  views  on  the  prob- 


>  Call  for  Action  did  not  me  comments  in 
the  original  proceeding  but  is  entitled  to 
file  for  reconsideration  under  {  1.429(a)  of 
our  Rules,  adopted  December  22,  1976,  which 
codified  existing  Commission  policy  in  this 
area.  See  Amendment  of  Procedxires  tor  Re¬ 
consideration  of  Actions  in  Notice  and  Com¬ 
ment  Rule  Making  Proceedings,  41  FB  1286 
(1976). 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

lems  of  the  entire  community  from  each 
of  the  leader’s  particular  perspectives. 

4.  We  are  not  convinced  that  the  at¬ 
tribution  requirement  or  even  requests 
for  confidentiality  will  result  in  unwar¬ 
ranted  pressure  or  harassment  of  inter¬ 
viewees.  Of  course,  prospective  inter¬ 
viewees  who  fear  such  reactions  to  state¬ 
ments  they  may  make  may  decline  to  be 
interviewed  and  this  choice  need  not  be 
recorded.  However,  we  reiterate  our  view 
that  the  only  protection  that  may  be 
needed  in  many  cases  is  to  paraphrase 
the  interviewee’s  statements  rather  than 
directly  quote  the  interviewee.  We  still 
expect  that  unsolicited  requests  for  con¬ 
fidentiality  will  be  rare.  ’Therefore,  in 
order  to  carry  out  our  intent  of  providing 
more  and  better  ascertainment  docu¬ 
mentation  at  the  local  level  we  will  deny 
the  CBS  request  for  deletion  of  this  filing 
requirement.* 

5.  CBS  also  requests  that  we  reconsider 
Question  and  Answer  30  of  the  Renewal 
Primer  which  states: 

Question.  Can  a  licensee  use  only  news  and 
public  service  announcements  to  treat  com¬ 
munity  problems,  needs  and  interests? 

Answer.  Not  necessarily.  It  is  the  responsi¬ 
bility  of  the  individual  licensee  to  determine 
the  apprc^riate  amount,  kind,  and  time  pe¬ 
riod  of  broadcast  matter  which  should  be 
presented  in  response  to  the  ascertained  prob¬ 
lems,  needs  and  interests  of  its  community 
and  service  area.  Where  the  licensee,  how¬ 
ever,  has  chosen  a  brief  and  usually  super¬ 
ficial  manner  of  presentation,  such  as  news 
and  public  service  announcements,  to  the 
exclusion  of  aU  others,  a  question  could  be 
raised  as  to  the  reasonableness  of  the  licens¬ 
ee’s  action.  The  licensee  would  then  be  re¬ 
quired  to  clearly  demonstrate  that  its  single 
type  of  presentation  would  be  the  most  effec¬ 
tive  method  for  its  station  to  respond  to  the 
commxmity’s  ascertained  problems.  (Empha¬ 
sis  supplied.) 

CBS  states  that  it  is  unaware  of  any 
context  in  which  the  Commission  has 
previously  required  a  licensee  to  dem¬ 
onstrate  that  all  or  any  part  of  specific 
programming  has  been  the  “most  effec¬ 
tive”  method  of  responding  to  a  com¬ 
munity  need.  It  suggests  that  this  phras¬ 
ing  establishes  a  new  standard — i.e., 
whether  an  alternative  method  of  pro¬ 
gramming  would  have  better  served  the 
community  than  the  programming 
broadcast  by  the  licensee.  This  new 
standard,  it  believes,  would  place  an  ex¬ 
tremely  high,  if  not  impossible  burden 
of  proof  upon  licensees  who  opt  for  such 
a  method.  ’Therefore,  CBS  suggests  that 
the  Commission  amend  the  wording  of 
the  Renewal  Primer  to  indicate  that  ex- 


*  Several  informal  inquiries  have  been  re¬ 
ceived  at  the  Commission  concerning  the 
filing  requirements  that  iq>ply  to  interviews 
with  leaders  who  request  confidentiality.  For 
those  interviews,  a  contact  sheet  specifying 
the  interviewee’s  name  and  the  fact  that  he 
requested  confidentiality  should  be  placed  in 
the  public  file  in  compliance  with  (Commis¬ 
sion  rules.  Also,  except  in  cases  where  only 
one  Interviewee  requested  confidentiality, 
licensees  should  accumulate  a  listing  of  the 
problems  discovered  in  these  confidential 
interviews  and  place  this  list  in  its  public 
file  on  the  date  on  which  its  renewal  appli¬ 
cation  would  normally  be  filed  with  the 
(Commission. 
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amples  of  news  inserts  and  pubhc  service 
announcements  cannot  be  Included  on 
a  licensee’s  annual  problems-programs 
listings,  but  that  these  methods  may  be 
used  to  meet  community  needs  and 
interests. 

6.  Initially,  we  note  that  this  lan¬ 
guage — i.e.,  “most  effective” — quotes  di¬ 
rectly  from  the  1971  Primer  on  Ascer¬ 
tainment  of  Commimity  Problems  by 
Broadcast  Applicants,  27  FCC  2d  650,  36 
FJl.  4092  (1971  Primer).  However,  this 
language  was  not  intended  to  require  an 
alternative  analysis  of  past  program¬ 
ming,  As  indicated  in  both  the  1971 
Primer  and  the  Renewal  Primer,  public 
service  announcements  and  news  inserts, 
standing  alone,  present  a  usually  brief 
treatment  of  community  problems,  needs 
and  interests.  Therefore,  programming 
exclusively  in  this  manner,  may  raise 
a  question  that  the  licensee  has  not  re¬ 
sponded  to  commimity  problems,  needs 
and  interests  in  an  effective  manner. 
’Thus,  the  licensee  may  be  called  upon  to 
dmonstrate  that,  in  fact,  this  is  not  the 
case.  As  CBS  has  indicated,  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  alternate  programming  is  not 
the  issue.  Thus,  if  called  upon,  the  licen¬ 
see  must  demonstrate  that  it  has  been 
adequately  responsive  to  community 
problems,  needs  and  interests.  It  appears 
that  the  choice  of  wording  may  be  mis¬ 
leading.  However,  sin(;e  we  have  not 
found  that  it  has  caused  confusion  since 
its  adoption  in  1971,  and  in  order  to  main¬ 
tain  a  consistent  standard  for  licensees 
governed  by  both  Primers,  we  will  not 
modify  this  language.  Furthermore,  we 
believe  that  the  clarification  set  forth 
herein  resolves  any  confusion  which  may 
have  been  generated  by  this  language. 

Call  for  Action,  Inc. 

7.  Call  For  Action  (CFA)  describes  it¬ 
self  as  “a  non-profit  referral,  ombudsman 
and  advo(;acy  service  devoted  to  meeting 
human  needs  in  urban  communities 
through  the  co-operation  of  volimteers 
and  broadcast  stations.”  CFA  currently 
operates  full  programs  in  40  cities.  Each 
program  is  (tarried  out  under  a  subscrip¬ 
tion  agreement  between  a  broadcaster 
and  CFA  in  which  ordinarily  the  broad¬ 
caster  promises,  inter  alia,  not  to  use  this 
program  for  commercial  or  political  pur¬ 
poses  and  to  fully  underwrite  the  pro¬ 
gram  once  it  is  established.  CFA  guar¬ 
antees  the  broadcaster  exclusive  rights 
to  the  program  within  its  market  area  or 
a  50-mile  radius. 

8.  Local  CFA  staffers  consist  of  “Vol¬ 
unteer  Professionals,”  These  volunteers, 
under  the  supervlsiori  of  “Volunteer  Di¬ 
rectors,”  receive  calls  from  the  public 
which  generally  concern  a  complaint  the 
caller  has  and  a  request  for  assistance. 
CFA  volunteers  direct  these  callers  to  the 
appropriate  public  and  private  service 
agencies  competent  to  deal  with  the  spe¬ 
cific  problem.  ’These  referrals  are  follow¬ 
up  by  calls  to  the  complainant  to  check 
on  the  performance  of  these  service  agen¬ 
cies.  ][f  a  simple  referral  fails  to  solve 
the  problem,  the  volunteer  intervenes  as 
ombudsman  “with  energies  magnified  by 
the  implied  power  of  the  broadcast  sta¬ 
tion.  When  patterns  of  neglect,  inefiD- 
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ciencyr  and  imf air  practices  emerge,  the 
broadcaster  moves  to  mobUlze  the  public 
by  broadcasting  editorials,  documenta¬ 
ries,  and  news  stories  on  the  agency’s 
performance  or  the  unmet  needs  of  the 
community.” 

9.  CFA  requests  that  the  Commission 
allow  volunteer  directors  to  conduct 
leadership  interviews  for  its  station  on 
the  same  basis  as  the  Commission  per¬ 
mits  nonmanagement-level  employees  of 
a  station  to  do  so.  CPA  also  requests  that 
the  Commission  permit  stations  to  use 
information  gathered  during  Call  For  Ac¬ 
tion’s  operation  to  partly  meet  that  sta¬ 
tion’s  general  public  survey  require¬ 
ments.  In  support  of  these  requests,  CPA 
states  that  volimteer  directors  must  work 
a  minimum  of  three  to  five  days  per  week, 
and  that  their  duties  are  managerial  in 
nature — in  effect,  as  heads  of  the  sta¬ 
tion’s  community  Involvement  depart¬ 
ment.  These  directors  “submit  budgets 
and  operate  the  program  within  the  ap¬ 
proved  limits;  they  attend  staff  meet¬ 
ings;  manage  volunteer  staffs  from  ap¬ 
proximately  20  in  small  markets  to  50  in 
large  markets;  submit  monthly  reports  to 
General  Managers,  and  provide  material 
for  program  use  on  a  routine  basis.” 
Other  CPA  volunteers  are  required  to 
work  a  minimum  of  one  day  per  week. 
No  volimteers  receive  any  form  of  re¬ 
muneration. 

10.  Commission  policy  regarding  the 
level  of  consultation  of  community  lead¬ 
ers  has  seen  much  development  since 
implementation  of  formal  ascertainment 
policies  in  1971.  The  1971  Primer  re¬ 
quired  that  all  leader  interviews  be  con¬ 
ducted  by  management-level  employees 
while  the  Renewal  Primer  now  permits 
renewal  applicants  to  conduct  50  percent 
of  their  leadership  interviews  through 
nonmanagement-level  employees.  Fur¬ 
ther,  in  recogniton  of  the  unique  staffing 
arrangements  and  operating  conditions 
of  educational  licensees,  which  often  rely 
heavily  on  the  use  of  volimteers  in  all 
facets  of  the  station’s  operation,  the 
Commission  adopted  formal  ascertain¬ 
ment  requirements  for  noncommercial 
educational  television  licensees  which 
permit  up  to  fifty  percent  of  their  leader¬ 
ship  interviews  to  be  conducted  by  volun¬ 
teers.  Ascertainment  of  Community 
Problems  by  Noncommercial  Educational 
Broadcast  Applicants,  41  PR  12424 
(1976).  However,  we  do  not  believe  that 
commercial  licensees  should  be  permitted 
to  use  volunteers.  In  this  regard,  the 
rationale  applicable  to  noncommercial 
educational  licensee — i.e.,  a  unique  staff¬ 
ing  situation — cannot  be  supported  for 
commercial  licensees.  Further,  we  believe 
that  an  essential  element  of  the  manage¬ 
ment  responsibility  for  interviews  con¬ 
ducted  by  staff  personnel  that  has  been 
required  for  all  forms  of  siscertainment 
is  the  accountability  of  those  personnel 
to  the  station,  an  element  missing  in  a 


v<rtunteer-8taUon  relationship.  There¬ 
fore,  we  will  deny  CPA’s  request. 

11.  CPA’s  request  that  the  Commission 
permit  licensees  to  use  data  generated  by 
complaint  calls  to  partly  meet  the  sta¬ 
tion’s  general  public  survey  requirements 
will  also  be  denied.  ’The  general  public 
survey  must  be  conducted  in  a  fashiwi 
that  polls  a  roughly  random  sample  of 
the  general  public.  Licensees  are  free 
to  conduct  additional  forms  of  ascertain¬ 
ment  that  do  not  conform  to  Commis¬ 
sion  rules  and  policies  and  are  separable 
from  their  fully  adequate  surveys  and  we 
perceive  no  reason  why  information 
gathered  through  the  Call  for  Action  pro¬ 
grams  could  not  bring  community  prob¬ 
lems  to  the  attention  of  subscribing  li¬ 
censees.  However,  while  we  conclude  that 
tlM  problems  discovered  through  the  Call 
fOT  Action  program  or  similar  programs 
may  be  used  by  a  licensee  in  serving  the 
nee^  and  interests  of  its  community, 
this  information  may  not  be  used  as  a 
substitute,  either  in  whole  or  in  part,  for 
a  licensee’s  survey  of  the  general  public. 

Miscellaneous  Matters 

12.  Having  dealt  with  the  matters 
raised  by  CBS,  Inc.  and  Call  for  Action, 
Inc.,  we  turn  our  attention  now  to  several 
other  matters  which  we  believe  warrant 
clarification.  First,  the  text  of  the  revised 
rules  may  give  the  impression  that  we 
intended  to  modify  the  requirements  rel¬ 
ative  to  general  public  surveys  estab¬ 
lished  in  the  1971  Primer  to  require  li¬ 
censees  to  survey  the  general  public  out¬ 
side  their  respective  cities  of  license.  This 
interpretation  could  result  from  use  of 
the  words  “service  area”  in  newly  amend¬ 
ed  Section  1.526(a)  (12)  which  discussed 
the  general  public  survey.  As  we  stated 
in  our  Order,  at  paragraph  36,  we  intend¬ 
ed  that  the  general  public  survey  require¬ 
ments  remain  substantially  unchanged 
from  the  practices  developed  imder  the 
1971  Primer.  Under  those  policies,  licen¬ 
sees  were  not  required  to  conduct  a  gen¬ 
eral  public  survey  outside  the  city  of  li¬ 
cense.  See,  e.g..  Eastern  Broadcasting  Co., 
50  FCC  2d  599,  601  (1975) .  We  intended 
no  change  in  this  policy  and  will,  there¬ 
fore,  modify  Rule  1.526(a)  (12)  accord¬ 
ingly.  See  Appendix. 

13.  A  review  of  the  public  notice  re¬ 
quirements  of  Section  73.1202 — general 
notice  of  licensee  obligations  broadcast 
throughout  the  license  term — indicates 
that  as  a  result  of  certain  changes  in  our 
rules  requiring  that  all  commercial 
broadcast  licensees  file  annual  retrospec¬ 
tive  problems-programs  lists,  this  section 
should  be  amended  to  reflect  similar  no¬ 
tice  requirements  for  both  television  and 
radio.  The  modifications  in  Section  73.- 
1202  (See  Appendix) — which  will  now 
require  radio  licensees  as  well  as  tele¬ 
vision  licensees  to  mention  that  prob¬ 
lems-programs  lists  are  placed  in  their 
public  files — will  become  effective  for 


each  licensee  on  the  date  that  it  places 
its  first  annual  problems-programs  list 
in  its  public  file. 

14.  Under  the  1971  Primer  applicants 
are  permitted  to  Incorporate  by  reference 

rior  ascertainment  surveys  they  con- 
ucted  for  the  same  station  or  other  sta¬ 
tions  within  the  same  community  if. 
inter  alia,  the  incorporated  filings  were 
submitted  within  the  year  prior  to  filing 
of  the  new  application  and  no  significant 
coverage  differences  exist.  1971  Primer, 
supra,  at  Q.  and  A.  2  and  in  text  of 
discussion  at  paragraph  15.  ’Thus,  trans¬ 
ferees  and  assignees  could  Incorporate 
by  reference  ascertainment  filings  sub¬ 
mitted  for  renewal  of  license  of  their 
commonly  located  stations;  renewal  ap¬ 
plicants  could  incorporate  ascertaimnent 
studies  conducted  Initially  for  a  transfer, 
assignment,  or  initial  grant;  and  renewal 
applicants  could  incorporate  by  reference 
ascertainment  studies  conducted  in  con¬ 
nection  with  an  application  for  modifica¬ 
tion  of  existing  facilities. 

15.  The  new  ascertainment  guidelines 
adopted  in  this  docket  established  dif¬ 
ferent  filing  requirements  for  renewal 
applicants  than  are  currently  in  effect 
for  all  other  applicants.  ’Therefore,  In¬ 
corporation  poses  certain  procedural  dif¬ 
ficulties.  However,  we  believe  that  proce¬ 
dures  should  still  be  followed,  where 
appropriate,  to  avoid  requiring  broad¬ 
casters  unnecessarily  to  duplicate  recent 
efforts  in  ascertaining  community  prob¬ 
lems. 

16.  As  an  initial  matter,  the  policies 
set  out  in  the  1971  Primer  will  continue 
to  govern  incorporation  of  earlier  ascer¬ 
tainment  studies  if  both  the  survey  to  be 
Incorporated  and  the  current  survey  are 
governed  by  the  1971  Primer.  (See  note 
6,  infra).  Additionally,  renewal  appli¬ 
cants  will  be  permitted  to  incorporate 
ascertainment  filings  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  within  one  year  of  the  filing  of 
the  current  renewal  application.  As  with 
the  incorporation  rules  of  the  1971 
Primer,  the  survey  which  the  applicant 
seeks  to  incorporate  must  have  been  filed 
by  the  same  applicant  within  one  year 
of  the  current  filing  for  the  same  station 
or  for  another  station  in  the  same  com¬ 
munity  and  may  be  incorporated  only 
if  no  significant  coverage  differences  are 
involved.  Qualify!^  renewal  applicants 
electing  to  use  this  provision  will  not  be 
required  to  comply  with  the  formal  doc¬ 
umentation  requirements  set  out  in  the 
Renewal  Primer  for  the  year  or  part  of 
a  year  elapsing  from  the  filing  of  the 
application  containing  the  survey  to  the 
current  renewal  filing  date.  In  other 
words,  although  a  problems-programs 
list  covering  the  current  year  or  part  of 
a  year  must  be  submitted  with  the  re¬ 
newal  application,  if  the  applicant  can 
incorporate  the  applicant  need  not  com¬ 
plete  a  checklist,  conduct  a  new  general 
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public  Surrey,  or  complete  aud  file  sum¬ 
maries  of  any  interviews  conducted  dur¬ 
ing  that  period.*  They  should,  however, 
keep  abreast  of  significant  changes  in 
community  nee(^  occurring  within  this 
period  by  any  reasonable  methods  de¬ 
signed  to  accomplish  this  task. 

17.  Applicants  for  transfer  or  assign¬ 
ment,  other  than  those  seeking  a  pro 
forma  transfer  or  assignment  for  which 
PCX;  Form  316  is  used,*  will  not  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  incorporate  by  reference  ascer¬ 
tainment  surveys  conducted  under  the 
Renewal  Primer.  In  this  proceeding,  we 
concluded  that  a  continuing  obligation 
to  ascertain  community  problems  and  to 
program  to  them  was  more  appropriate 
for  existing  licensees  than  a  method  that 
ascertained  only  once  in  three  years. 
Further,  the  newly  adopted  procedures 
considered  the  operating  licensee’s  ex¬ 
perience  and  contact  with  its  commimity 
which  are  absent  in  many  nonrenewal 
applicants.*  Therefore,  permitting  these 
applicants  as  potential  new  licensees  to 
Incorporate  surveys  conducted  by  exist¬ 
ing  licensees  is,  in  our  view,  inconsistent 
with  the  purpose  and  intent  of  the  new 
ascertainment  methodology  as  well  as 
that  expressed  in  the  1971  Primer.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  applicants  for  assignment  or 
transfer  of  liceiuse  will  be  required  to 


■Thxis,  for  example,  a  qucUifying  licensee 
filing  its  renewal  appUcatlon  on  January  1, 
1078  may  incorporate  by  reference  the  as¬ 
certainment  portion  of  a  transfer  application 
filed  on  January  1, 1977.  Such  a  licensee  must 
Include  with  its  application,  its  annual  prbb- 
lems-programs  list,  and  a  statement  that  it 
Incorporates  an  earlier  filing.  No  checklist 
need  be  completed  and  the  licensee  need  not 
conduct  a  new  general  public  survey.  How¬ 
ever.  the  licensee  should  keep  abreast  of  sig¬ 
nificant  changes  in  community  needs  occur¬ 
ring  within  this  period  and  may  do  so  in  any 
reasonable  manner.  On  the  other  hand,  a  U- 
censee  filing  its  renewal  application  on 
March  1.  1978,  for  example,  cannot  incorpo¬ 
rate  by  reference  the  ascertainment  portion 
of  a  transfer  application  filed  on  January  1, 
1977  since  a  period  longer  than  1  year  has 
elapsed  between  the  filing  of  the  survey  in 
the  transfer  application  and  the  filing  of  the 
renewal  appUcatlon.  Such  a  licensee  must 
conduct  a  fully  representative  ascertainment 
survey  from  the  time  the  transfer  or  assign¬ 
ment  was  granted  to  the  time  of  the  ciurent 
renewal  filing.  (See  paragraph  18,  infra)  and 
must  comply  with  all  other  formal  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Renewal  Primer. 

*  These  applicants  are  not  required  to  con¬ 
duct  a  new  ascertainment  survey. 

■  In  taking  this  position,  we  recognize  that 
In  some  instances,  pcurticularly  those  involv¬ 
ing  transfers  of  control  to  persons  intimately 
Involved  in  conducting  the  station’s  prior  re¬ 
newal  survey,  we  may  be  requiring  a  duplica¬ 
tion  of  effort.  However,  we  are  convinced  that 
adopting  procedures  which  would  reqvilre 
the  Commission  to  make  ad  hoc  determi¬ 
nations  concerning  the  extent  to  which  a 
particular  person-  was  Involved  in  a  prior  as¬ 
certainment  suirvey  would  prove  administra¬ 
tively  unworkable. 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


comply  with  the  requirements  of  the  1971 
Primer.* 

18.  Finally,  we  wish  to  clarify  a  mat¬ 
ter  concerning  the  ascertainment  pro¬ 
cedures  to  be  followed  during  the  interim 
period  in  which  licensees  will  not  be 
governed  by  the  new  rules  for  a  full  three 
years  prior  to  filing  renewal  applications. 
Initially,  the  Commission  believes  that 
prorating  the  numbers  of  interviews  re¬ 
quired  by  (Question  9  of  the  Renewal 
Primer  to  establish  quantitative  sufQci- 
ency  of  leadership  surveys  may  not  nec¬ 
essarily  establish  a  representative  com¬ 
mimity  leader  survey.  The  chart  in 
Question  9  is  based  on  a  full  license  term 
and  refiects  our  view  that  the  numbers 
listed  therein  are  reasonable  numbers 
by  which  to  complete  a  representative 
survey;  However,  a  representative  sur¬ 
vey  (the  key  to  any  survey  of  leaders) 
for  the  shorter  interim  period  covered 
by  the  new  Primer  is  still  required.  In 
this  regard,  a  representative  survey  of 
ccxnmimity  leaders  may  require  a  greater 
or  lesser  number  of  Interviews  than 
would  result  from  prorating  this  list.  In 
addition,  it  should  be  noted  that  quan¬ 
titative  sufficiency,  caimot  be  established 
by  prorating  this  list.  Of  course,  any  li¬ 
censee  who  conducts  the  full  number  of 
interviews  listed  on  the  chart  for  the 
shorter  interim  period  will  establish  the 
quantitative  sufficiency  of  its  survey.* 

19.  Accordingly,  It  is  ordered.  That 
pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in 
Sections  4  (i)  and  303  (rf  the  Communi¬ 
cations  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  §{  1.526 
(a)  (12),  and  73.1202  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  are  amended  as  set  forth 
below  effective  October  28,  1976. 

20.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  Ques¬ 
tion  and  Answer  9  of  the  Renewal  Prim¬ 
er  Is  amended  as  set  forth  in  footnote  7, 
supra. 

21.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  peti¬ 
tion  for  reconsideration  filed  by  C®S, 
Inc.,  is  denied. 

22.  It  fa  further  ordered.  That  the  peti¬ 
tion  for  reconsideration  filed  by  Call  for 
Action,  Inc.,  is  denied. 

(Secs.  4,  303,  48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066, 
1082;  47  U.S.0. 154,  303.) 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 


•  It  should  be  noted  In  this  connection  ap¬ 
plications  for  transfer  or  assignment  filed 
within  one  year  of  any  renewal  application 
timely  filed  on  or  before  June  1.  1976  (the 
last  renewal  filing  period  covered  by  the  1971 
Primer)  may  incorporate  that  ascertainment 
survey  tf  the  Incorporation  requirements  of 
the  1971  Primer  are  met. 

*The  list  In  Question  and  Answer  9  be¬ 
gins  with  communities  with  populations  of 
10.001-25,000.  This  was  done  to  avoid  the 
Impression  that  this  list  applies  to  exempt 
communities.  However,  this  category  Is 
meant  to  Include  all  nonexempt  communi¬ 
ties  of  under  26,001  persons — l.e.  a  communi¬ 
ty  under  10,000  but  within  an  SMSA— and 
the  chart  will  be  amended  to  read:  "under 
25.001.” 


Section  1.526  (a)  (12)  is  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  1.526  Records  to  be  maintained  locally 
for  public  inspection  by  commercial 
applicants,  permittees  and  licensees. 

(a)  •  •  • 

(12)  Each  licensee  or  permittee  of  a 
commercially  curated  radio  and  tele¬ 
vision  station  (except  as  provided  in  Note 
2,  below)  shall  place  in  the  station’s 
public  inspection  file  documentation  re¬ 
lating  to  its  efforts  to  consult  with  a 
roughly  random  sample  of  members  of 
the  general  public  within  its  city  of  li¬ 
cense  to  ascertain  community  problems 
and  needs.  Such  documentation  shall 
consist  of:  (i)  Information  relating  to 
the  total  population  of  the  station’s  city 
of  license  including  the  numbers  'and 
proportions  of  males  and  females;  of  mi¬ 
norities;  of  youth  (17  and  under) ;  and 
of  the  elderly  (65  and  above) ;  (11)  a  nar¬ 
rative  statement  of  the  sources  consulted 
and  the  methods  followed  in  conducting 
the  general  public  survey,  including  the 
number  of  people  surveyed  and  the  re¬ 
sults  thereof.  Such  documentation  shall 
be  placed  in  the  public  inspection  file 
within  a  reasonable  time  after  comple¬ 
tion  of  the  survey  but  in  no  event  later 
than  the  date  the  station’s  application 
for  renewal  of  license  is  filed.  Upon  filing 
its  application  for  renewal  of  license, 
each  licensee  and  permittee  must  certify 
that  the  above-noted  documentation  has 
been  placed  in  the  station’s  public  in¬ 
spection  file. 

•  •  •  «  • 

Section  73.1202(d)(1),  (e)  &  (f)(1) 
are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  73.1202  Public  Notice  of  Licciii^ee  Ob¬ 
ligations. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(d)  •  •  * 

(1)  For  commercial  television  and 
radio  statiems. 

(i)  The  station’s  call  letters. 

(ii)  A  statement  that  on  (give  date 
of  last  renewal  grant)  the  station  was 
granted  a  license  by  the  Federal  Com¬ 
munications  Commission  to  serve  the 
public  interest  as  a  public  trustee  until 
(give  date  of  license  expiration) . 

(ill)  A  statement  that  (give  the  an¬ 
niversary  date  of  the  deadline  for  filing 
of  the  renewal  application)  the  station 
places  in  its  public  Inspection  file  a  list 
of  what  the  licensee  considered  to  have 
been  some  of  the  significant  problems 
and  needs  of  the  service  area  during  the 
preceding  twelve  months  and  some  of 
the  programs  the  station  aired  to  help 
meet  those  problems  and  needs. 

(iv)  A  statement  that  the  station  In¬ 
vites  any  specific  suggestlcms  or  com¬ 
ments  the  public  may  have  regarding 
station  operation  and  the  licensee’s  pro¬ 
gramming  efforts. 

(V)  The  appropriate  name  and  ad¬ 
dress  to  which  comments  should  be 
mailed. 
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(vi)  A  statement  that  unless  other¬ 
wise  requested,  all  letters  received  will 
be  available  for  public  inspection  during 
regular  business  hours. 

(e)  During  the  period  beginning  the 
first  day  of  the  last  full  calendar  month 
prior  to  expiration  of  the  license  and 
until  the  date  of  license  renewal,  sta¬ 
tions  shall  broadcast  the  appropriate 
announcement  herein,  except  that  in 
lieu  of  paragraph  (d)  (1)  (ii)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  stations  shall  broadcast  a  statement 
that  the  station  is  licensed  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Communications  Commission  to 
serve  the  public  interest  as  a  public 


trustee  and  shall  not  mention  the  date 
of  the  last  renewal  grant  or  the  length 
of  the  license  period.  Following  the  date 
of  renewal  and  commencing  on  the  first 
or  sixteenth  day  of  the  month  (which¬ 
ever  comes  first)  the  regular  announce¬ 
ment  shall  be  resumed  and  shall  be 
broadcast  in  accordance  with  the  sched¬ 
ule  provided  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section. 

(f)  *  •  * 

(1)  Sample  announcement  for  tele¬ 
vision  and  radio. 

On  (date  of  last  renewal  grant)  (Sta¬ 
tion’s  call  letters)  was  granted  a  license 


by  the  Federal  Communications  Com¬ 
mission  to  serve  the  public  interest  as  a 
public  trustee  until  (date  of  license  ex¬ 
piration).  Each  (anniversary  date  of 
deadline  for  filing  renewal  application) 
we  place  in  our  public  inspection  file  a 
list  of  what  we  consider  to  have  been 
some  of  the  significant  problems  and 
needs  of  our  service  area  during  the 
preceding  twelve  months  and  some  of 
our  programming  to  help  meet  those 
problems  and  needs. 

•  «  *  •  * 

[FR  Doc.76-28068  Filed  9-23-76:8:45  am] 
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